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of the legislation at least should be Central,  the remainder being
left to local legislatures.
The Government of India will not attempt at this stage to
balance finally the various considerations stated in this paragraph.
For the present, they retain an open mind as to the legislature in
which legislation should be undertaken, and propose to defer a
decision till they receive the views of the provinces regarding the
action which is possible in each. They are, however, inclined to
the view that central legislation should be confined to those mat-
ters in which regulation of inter-provincial relations is desirable
and that the field of provincial legislation in other matters should
be kept as wide as possible.
The Government of Bombay consulted several judicial officer'^
before replying to the Government of India. Their 'replies
are given below :
From the Registrar, His Majesty's High Court of Judicature,
Appellate Side, Bombay, to the Secretary to the Government
of Bombay, Home Department, Bombay.
With reference to your letter No. 3438/2-B dated the~31st
May, 1928, I am directed by the Honourable the Chief Justice and
Judges to say that their Lordships have confined the;r attention
to the main questions involved as they have not the time at their
disposal to give opinions on the details of this complicated
.matter. The main subjects considered by their Lordships have been
the feasibility of and necessity for universal compulsory represent-
ation and the question whether legislation should be Central or
Provincial. Their Lordships are not unanimous on all these
subjects, and I am accordingly to append the minutes recorded
by them in the matter.
Minute No. 1.
Some of the District Judges are in favour of universal repre-
sentation but the majority of those consulted, oppose it.
I agree with the minority that universal compulsory repre-
sentation, as proposed by the Taxation Committee is the proper
course, for as has been shown by the Taxation Committee, the
present system of Compulsory Representation in India is inequita-
ble and wrong, depending as it does on race and creed. The state
of affairs in respect of wills is also anomalous and indefensible
and gives occasion for much hard swearing and frequently fraudu-
lent proceedings. The main objection to applying universal re-
presentation is based on the joint family system and the provisions
of the Mahomedan Law, but all these difficulties have been
considered by the Taxation Committee, and are not
insuperable.